
16, 1975

Colonel Thorvzild R. Peccrson
District Engineer
Corps of Cnoincors
St. Leu is District
210 North 12th Street
St. Louis, Missouri 63101

C-jar Colonel Peterson:
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The need for reservoir storage for water quality
Ford Lake project in the Msrarnec River Basin has

control in the Pins
been reviewed by this

office in reference to Section 102(b) of the Federal Hater Pollution
Control Act Amendments of 1972, as requested by your letter of
July 16, 1976.

As indicated previously in the Deccnbcr K04 U. S. Public Health
Service Study, storage allocation in the Pine Ford Lake»projc:t for
flow augi.-cntation for v/atc-r quality control cannot be supported. Our
policy stipulates stream flew shall not be used as a substitute for
the provision of adequate waste trcatr.ont or other methods of controlling
waste at tho source. L'PA defines "adequate waste trcaf.ma.it or other
methods of controlling waste at tho source" as the tost available
pollution control technology economically achievable includir.g advanced
waste treatment techniques, land disposal, land rinr^runt practices,
process and procedure innovations, chances in cpcrr-tiag rotl.ods and
other alternatives.

Dig River downstream from the proposed reservoir is an "effluent
limited segment" as designated by the Missouri Clean Water Ccrmission.
An effluent limited segment is defined as a sccixnt where water quality
is meeting and will continue to meet applicable water quality standards,
or '.-/here there is ac'oq'.-atc demonstration that water quality v/ill meat
applicable water quality standards after the application of the
effluent limitations required by Sections 301(b)(l)(A) and
of the Act. Therefore, v;aste discharges to Big River below the P1no
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Tc'.d UKa project should ha sufficiciitly tr-•:••:'.! «it tha source (•.;!,-_n
rioting rr.lnlnrj^ troat'.-.cnt requircr.~nts) Lo r:-ivitr.In w.itc-r quality as
Indicated in tha "Missouri Water Quality Stan.Janls," June 1973.

Tiic Meranc-c River frcn U.S. 65 bridge at Tines B^ich to the confluence
with tha Mississippi River is a Va'ccr quality Halt-til scgi-nt" as
designated by I'C'./C. A "vnter quality IfciJ.-.j r.-r.^iit" is c!-fined as
a s'jg^ofit \,ii.aro it 1s h.'C'-'ii that \:ai:c-r quality tie-as i.ot r-act
applicable water quality standards and/or is not expected to reet
i:ppl1cnblo v/ater quality standards even after the application of tha
effluent limitations required by sections 301(h)(l)(A) and 301(b}(l)(B)
of tha Act. In order to u'eternine tha problems cause.--'.! hy_point sources,
a waste load allocation study was completed in Oct;/f<er 1074. Frovii tha
various treatment systems evaluated, the roco--i.,;:uled r-ost cost effective
approach was a regional system with discharge to the .Mississippi River.
The State's "Water Quality Management Basin Flan for the Upper Mississippi-
Maramec River Basin" dated June 1976, proposes the strategy that the pro-
tected stream status be granted to tha entire Hcrar.ec River below
Kiefc-r Creek, whereby, discharges other than uncontaminatcd cooling
water will be eliminated by the regional system. Accordingly, flew
regulation for water quality In the lower Meramec is unwarranted.

Your letter requested that ERA provide revised data regarding water
supply dcnind projections in the Ibronec Basin. In accordance with
Section 102(b){2) of the Act, the construction agencies are granted
the authority to daterr.iine the need and value of-storage for stream
flow regulation purposes other than water quality control. Thus
ERA does not have the authority to develop or revise water supply demand
projections.

Thank you for tha opportunity to review this project at this stage
of your investigation.

Sincerely yours,
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Jerome H. Svora
Regional Administrator


